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THE CLASSICAL REVIEW. 179
Asia had been divided into seven provinces,
each with its own metropolis, met in the
metropolis of a province. Hence the fact
that Ephesus, Sardis, Laodicea and Cyzicus
appear in both columns proves nothing.
Synnada and Lampsacus appear in the second
column and conjecturally in the first, but I
have just shown that they have no right to
appear in the first. Hierapolis appears as
the seat of a Council A.D. 173, but it was not
a meeting-place of the Koinon nor seat of a
conventus nor a metropolis (until the time of
Justinian), nor did it strike cistophori; it
was simply an early important centre of the
Church, and hence a Council assembled there
in 173. There remain only Pergamum and
Sardis, which appear in all columns of all
M. Monceaux's lists—two cities of the first
rank throughout the Roman Empire, con-
tending with Smyrna for the title irpwmj
'Ao-ias: what can be more natural than that
a Council should meet there, quite apart
from its being a meeting-place of the Koinon 1
That the Church organisation was modelled
after the political organisation is practically
certain : but the new arguments advanced
by M. Monceaux and the development from
the older to the later provincial system
which they postulate seem to me to be
founded entirely on the misconception I have
combated, viz. that the Roman Province was
broken up through the persistence of the old
Wvt\. Though I do not believe that this was
the cause of the break up, yet I think he
might have brought more arguments to prove
the vitality of the old eOvr), e.g. from Philo-
stratus, Vit. Soph. But the subject cannot
here be touched.
But after so much destructive criticism
one word must be added in the opposite
direction. I think that the development
between the earlier and the later provincial
system will be found to lie in another line,
•viz. in subdivision of the Roman conventus
(Cit. and Bish. II. p. 470); though at present
I know no proof of this view. It has how-
ever in its favour the natural presumption
that the changes in the constitution of a
Roman province took place through a gradual
modification of the Roman ofiicial division:
whereas M. Monceaux's theory means that the
Roman division was swept away by the re-
covering strength of the pre-Roman system.
In conclusion I can only repeat that the
work makes a real addition to our knowledge
of the constitution of Roman Asia. The
mistakes of detail show that the writer has
not gained perfect mastery of the antiquities
of Asia, and the progress of research will
show whether his general views given in
Part III. are right or (as I have argued)
wrong: I have however shown at least that
he has not proved them.
W. M. RAMSAY.
A Companion to School Classics. By JAMES
Gow, M.A., Litt.D. Second edition revised.
London : Macmillan and Co. 1889. 6s.
THE rapidity with which Dr. Gow's useful handbook
has passed into a second edition has not prevented
him from giving it a very thorough revision. There
are no long or very material additions, but numerous
corrections, often consisting of the more precise
wording of a sentence too strongly or somewhat
ambiguously expressed. In several instances para-
graphs have been rewritten, always to their improve-
ment. Except in the chapters on the Drama and
Philosophy, it is hardly possible to find two con-
secutive pages anywhere without traces of the reviser's
hand. In subsequent editions the book may with
profit be expanded ; it can scarcely be more accurate
or trustworthy. I can say so after comparing every
page of this issue with those of the former edition.
A. S. W.
A Brief History of Greek Philosophy. By
B. C. BURT, M.A., formerly Fellow, and Fellow
by courtesy, in the Johns Hopkins University.
Boston. Ginn & Company. 1889. $1.25.
THIS little manual of Greek philosophy is based
largely upon the translations published by Mr. Bohn
and others. It is strange that any one in the present
day should compose under these conditions. t
NO. XXIII. VOL. III.
the evidence seems conclusive and Mr. Burt is
perfectly honest in the matter. What other inference
can be drawn for instance from the astonishing note
prefixed to his sketch of Aristotle's Politics—' The
following outline follows the translation of the
Politics made by J. E. C. Welldon, M. A. (1883)' ?
With these words before us we know pretty well what
meaning to give to the remark at the beginning of
his account of Plato, that the student must accept as
authentic all or nearly all the dialogues ' that appear
in the collection know as Professor Jowett's
translation.' Of course it is not to be assumed that
Mr. Burt has no acquaintance with the Greek of
Plato and other writers, but he seems to have been
content to help himself very extensively by the use
of translations ; and, though a man may get a wide
and fairly correct notion of Greek philosophy in this
way, it hardly qualifies him to write a book on the
subject. I t is perhaps a slight indication of the
author's scholarship that he at least three times gives
us the remarkable word 'Mytelene.' He has on the
whole'made a good use of his English and German
materials, though no translation, I think, can be
responsible for the following statement about
Aristotle—' He compares the manner in which the
universal unconsciously grows out of the particular
of sense to the way in which soldiers in battle are
caused to fly by the perception of one, and then
another, and so on, fleeing.' But even the English
books to which he refers seem to be imperfectly
N
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known to him, for in a list of works given ' for the
convenience of the student' he includes ' Grant's
Aristotle,' and 'Grant's Ethics of Aristotle,'
apparently not knowing that they are only different
editions of the same book.
Mr. Burt's chief guides are Hegel, Ueberweg,
Zeller, and Schwegler, all of whom he appears to
have used with care and judgment. There would
not seem to be any marked originality about the
method of the book or about his interpretation of
Greek philosophers. He has walked very well in the
footsteps of his guides, but, other things apart, the
book is too largely a compilation to have much
independent value. Perhaps the earlier part is the
better, for when he comes to philosophers with whom
we have a close acquaintance his account of them
becomes too much an epitome. There is much
information compressed into small compass by the
art of the abstract-writer, and those who are
preparing for certain examinations may find here
what they want. The style is fairly clear and the
facts are presented in an orderly and sensible way.
H. RICHARDS.
Prof. Paul's Principles of the History of
Language, translated by Prof. STBONG. Sonnen-
schein. 10s. 6d.
As a translation, this book has been so exhaustively
criticised in the Journal of Education of Oct. ] , 1888,
that no further remarks are needed. Those who have
attempted to read—and understand—the Principien
in the original German, will feel grateful to Prof.
Strong for his work. Especially noteworthy
 Lis his
substitution or insertion of English instances where
Prof. Paul gives only German ones.
The book itself is a difficult one to review fairly ;
the matter is so good, the form so bad. Every page
is irritating, even in the translation : we sigh for a
French writer, who could have told us just as much
in half the space and twice as intelligibly. What
can the ordinary scholar, not being an Oedipus, make
of such utterances as the following ?
' The effectual scrutiny of the conditions of his-
torical growth, taken in conjunction with general
logic, gives at the same time the basis for the doc-
trine of method which has to be followed in the
verification of each single fact.'
'All purely psychical reciprocal operation comes
to its fulfilment in the individual mind alone.'
'The question naturally presents itself—What is
the analysis of the motory and sound sensations
respectively, and to what grade are the special factors
in their analysis consciously perceived ?'
' Not unfrequently, in referring to what has pre-
ceded, an inaccuracy arises owing to the displacement
of a word by the idea of a word etymologically
related with the word actually employed, where the
speaker might equally well have employed either.'
This last example beats Aristotle's «a! iviore
TrpoVTiBeaeiv &v9' ov Apyei vphs % ianv {Poetics xici.
6). I t is true that Prof. Paul is not always like
this: the following are striking observations well
expressed:—
' There are as many dialects spoken as there are
individuals to speak them.'
' Sounds are produced and taken cognisance of
without any clear consciousness.'
' A further source of deception lies in the habit of
starting not from the spoken, but from the written
word.'
' Writing bears about the same relation to language
as a rough sketch bears to a picture worked out with
the utmost cave in colour.'
' If we, generally speaking, create no new material
of language, this is simply due to the fact that the
need toxdoing so exists no longer.'
' A considerable portion of the dialectic differences
is taken no account of iu writing.'
' We are at present accustomed to regard the affir-
mation as the only normal sentence : the sentence of
demand is, however, as old, if not older.'
' It is pure prejudice when any particular district
is picked out in which it is alleged that the "purest
German " is spoken.'
0 si sie omnial Such gems are few and fur
between.
The title of the book, as Prof. Paul himself hints
in his Introduction, is misleading; perhaps even
more so to the English reader than to the German.
The subject is not the history of language, at least
as we understand the term 'history,' but rather the
philosophy of language, or the philosophy of the
history of language. The tone throughout is that of
the & priori philosopher, not of the & posteriori: the
instances are brought in to support the rules (we
might almost say, to make the rules intelligible), the
rules do not follow from the instances. A further
and doubtless more important defect is the extreme
limitation of the range of instances. When Prof.
Paul mentions language he means the Aryan languages,
and not only the Aryan languages but the Teutonic
group. He is himself indeed a specialist, a Teutonic
scholar of the highest eminence, and nattirally feels
on safe ground when he draws his illustrations from
German sources ; but for un-Gennan readers this is a
serious drawback. We may forgive him for ignoring
the fact that the Aryan languages are but one out of
about a hundred different groups of languages exis-
tent in the world; but within the Aryan circle he
might at least have taken more from the languages
which every scholar knows, Latin and Greek. One
of his most important chapters, IX, is on the process
of creating words, which he, no doubt rightly, thinks
is perpetually going on, especially in the case of
words to express sounds or movements : he gives a
whole page of instances, but all of them German, so
that we cannot really tell whether the phenomenon
may not after all be confined to the Teutonio
languages.
The main object of the book is (p. xxxvi, note) ' to
trace the development of language from the effects
which individuals produce on each other.' The
ordinary etymologist takes what is no doubt the
easiest course, and in the case of dead languages the
only possible one, and begins with the word, not with
the sounds which the word symbolises : the value of
Prof. Paul's book lies in the skill with which he
points out the dangers of this method and insists on
the priority of speech to writing. His theory of
sound-change (chap. III.)—that a chance deviation
from the normal pronunciation led by infinitesimal
degrees to a notable difference in the sound, conve-
nience having a slight but quite subordinate effect
on the process—is not so convincing as most of his
theories: it is too much like the Lucretian idea that
the world was formed by atoms falling eternally
downwards in straight lines till some of them were
accidentally deflected. Is the doctrine of Chance a
satisfactory resource ?
A remark on p. 400 that ' no doubt the first foun-
dations of word-formation and inflexion came into
being by the coalescence of elements originally inde-
pendent ' gives us cause for alarm : are we really to
have the ' Agglutination-theory' of Bopp and
Schleicher revived with all its absurdities ? Mfy
yhono : yet even Brugmann believes in a ' Wurzel-
periode.' Prof, Paul indeed goes on to say that we
